
michael riizcovan 
39 spring st 
south Salem, ny 10590 

Comrmssioner Michael J. Cows 
Federal Comniuniwtions Commission 
44.5 12th Streq NW 
Washington D.C. 20554 

Dear Conmssioner Michael J. Copps. 

Thousands of American consumers h a v e  already expressed their opposiuon to the FCCs adoption of a 
"broadcast flag". I am writing to join them As a user of opensource software. adoption of the broadcast flag 
will mean I am unable to receive &gml television broadcasts on my computer. 

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control" whch is outside its 
proper role. It is not the FCC's place to effectively chmse the sofiware licenses or computer operating systems 
that consumers must use in order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers. 

Additionally, adoption of the broadcast flag will harm tnnovation. Many users of opensource software are 
computer prognmmers and "tinkerers" who work to improve the software. Their contributions and constant 
innovation is what makes open-source software able to compete in the marketplace. 

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MF'AA will ban open-source implementations of VSB ancl QAM 
modulators and demodulators, preventing opensource programmers kom movating in field of digital 
conmucations techmques used by television. 

Most Americans assumd that when television became digital. viewers would be able to do more with 
television propmung, not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consumers are 
able to watch TV. constuners will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digital television 
Therefore, the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digtal television in addiuon to &g it illegal to  
watch digital television on a computer using open-source software. It is for these reasons I urge you to 
promote the digtal television transition by oppsing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

nuchae1 ritzcovan 
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October 30, 2003 

tommlssbner MIchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton. D C  20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrnlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated edoptlon d"bmadcnstflag" technology tar dlgtta televlslon As a 
consumer and cklzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad tar Innwstlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of D N  

A robust, cornpetltbe marka(Tor consumer electranlcs must be rooted In manuhcturen' abllm, to I n n m t e  tar thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlo¶ to veto features d DlV-mceptlen equlpment wlll enable the studlos to td technologists 
what new prndueh they can create Thlr will nsul t  In products that don't nocsssarlly reflect whi t  consumen Ilk me 
actually want, and lt could result In me belng chargd mom money lor Inferlor fundonallty 

If tne FCC Issues a brOadcaSt flap mandate. I would actually be loss llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recekers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more tor dwlces that llmk my rlghb at the behest d Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for d l g h l  blevlshn Thank you lor yourtlme 

Slncerely. 

thrls Brlghtly 
9205 Bethanla Ct 
Rlchmond, VA 23220 
USA 
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October 30,2003 

Commissioner Mbhnel I Copps 
Federal Cmnmunicntions Cammiidom 
445  12th Street, NW 
Washmgton, D C 20554 

Dear Michael Copps. 

I ~m ~ t i n g  to voice my opponkn  to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcprt flag tcchnoloay for @tal television 

As n result of the &-guided DMCA, ccmumer ri&U m d  fak u I c  have already bern ePmpC4 I MI loathe to ice the trmd continued 

48  n c o m e r  nnd citizen, I feel atmngly that mch a policy would be bad for irvlovpticq connunu rights, and the ultimnte adoption of 
DTV 

4 robust, competitive market for cmuumu eltctmmics mwt be rooted in man-' nWty to innovntc for their customers Allowin8 
movie studios to veto fenmen of DW~v.rccsption equipntnt will m b l e  the mrdioi to tell tachnolo@ what new product8 they can 
create TI& will result in producm thnt don't necessdy  reded what connunm Lke me actually want, nnd it could result in me being 
charged more moncy for inftrior func t iond i~  

Dipjtal televidons are already extrunety expendve, hcapine sdditional cooto mto them will kecp many people out of them even longer 

If the FCC ismen n broadcut 
equipment I dl not pny more for devicu that h i t  my @ts nt Ule behen of H d y o o d  Plcwc do not mandate broadcast flng 
technology for digital televiion Thank you for your time 

mandnte, I would naludly bs leis likely to make an lnveltmtnt in DW-capnble receivm and other 

Siricerely 

Jason Kulas 
493 Madison Rd 
Durham. CT 06422 
USA 
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Thursday, October 30 2003 

Commissioner Mlchael J Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Cornmissioner Copps. 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics. and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag " I am gravely concerned that 
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the w a y  I enjoy television 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify. create, and participate I can 
record TV to watch later, clip a small piece of lV and splice it into a home movie, send an email clip of m y  
child's football game to a distant relative, or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's 
apartment The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting. what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture IS hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag 

Sincerely 

Gary Danielson 
1005 N State St 
Painesville, OH 44077 



Thursday, October 30 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

V I A  FACSIMILE 

Dear Cornmissioner Copps, 

I do not want the broadcast flag adopted. I don't want the copyright industry tell ing the consumer 
electronics' industry what t o  make, I do not want copyright t o  trump free speech, innovation, future jobs 
and health insurance, and the freedom o f  our society t o  express itself. There are other ways to  protect 
copyright holders. And, as the copyright industries own researchers, lnforma Media, has told them, 
transmission over the internet of video and TV WILL NOT BE A PROBLEM until 2020 .... Don't buy what the 
M P A A  says I t ' s  incorrect. They don't understand because they are scared of ending up like the RIAA. But 
their situation i s  different and It can't be solved with a broadcast flag. Please do the right thlng and don't 
adopt it. 

Consumers w i l l  also suffer, because they wil l  have to  spend hundreds of dollars to  upgrade to  digital 
equipment. Why? For a problem that doesn't exist, for a technology that hampers innovation and new 
jobs and industries, and at the expense o f  fair use? Crazy. Don't do it. Mary 

Sincerely, 

Mary Hodder 
2418 fulton Street 
Berkeley, CA 94704 
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Thursday, October 30 2003 

Cornmissioner Michael J Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington. DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics. and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to  vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag " I am gravely concerned that 
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if Switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable 

In addition. I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify. create, and participate I can 
record TV to watch later, clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie. send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative, or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it  at my friend's 
apartment The broadcast flag seems designed to  remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy 

I f  the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag 

Sincerely, 

Geoff Mitchell 
110 Candlewyck Ter 
Portland, ME 04102 
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Thursday, October 3 0  2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
445 12th Street, N W  
M'ashington, DC 20554 

T"L4 F.4CSIMILE 

Ileac Commissioner Copps, 

;\s 

Coinmunications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcasl flag." I am gravely concerned that 
R broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy televlsion. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumem of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
docsii't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
f o r  Yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition 
hy innking us buv special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I cnn 
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of lV and splice it into a home movie; send an email chp of my 
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it a t  my friends 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this controland flexibility that I enjoy. 

I f  the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible. and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettierTV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely. 

Aaron Bartlett 
5579 Cktrnegie Loop 
I.i\wrmore. ('A 94550 

consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
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Thursday, October 30 2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Cornmissioner Copps 

As a consumer of broadcast televaion, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag " I am gravely concerned that 
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the  way I enjoy television 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transltion 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify. create, and participate I can 
record TV to  watch later, clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie, send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative, or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's 
apartment The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment7 A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast Flag 

Sincerely, 

David Collins 
5375 castlebrooke crossing dr 
Cumming, GA 30040 
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Thursday, October 30 2003 

Commissioner Michael J ,  Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulatlon would restrict the way I enJoy televlslon. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumerS of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digttal television equipment. That transitlon will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies t o  hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

I n  addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use impllcations of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it a t  my friend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed t o  remove this controland flexibility that I enjoy. 

I f  the move to  digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
excttitig, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to  buy new dlgital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and con~umer of broadcast television, I urge you t o  promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Siticerely, 

David L. Lautensclilager 
4201 Reserve Drive 
Atlanta, GA 30319 
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Thursday, October 30 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washinqton, DC 20554 

V I A  F A C S I M I L E  

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission t o  vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag.' I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to  and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition wil l  be far more palatable t o  me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the M P A A  and i t s  allies to  hinder the 
transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In  addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. Wi th  today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content - -  I can modify, create, and participate. I 
can record TV to  watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email cl ip 
of my childs football game t o  a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play i t a t  my 
friends apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed t o  remove this control and flexibil i ty that I enjoy. 

I f  the move to  digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, 
and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to  buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture i s  hardly enough reason for me t o  dispense wi th  a l l  my current consumer electronics and 
computer equipment. A s  a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you t o  promote the digital 
transition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

John 6. Simon 
3320 Powelton Avenue 
Philadelphia, PA 19104 
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October 31, 2003 

Commissioner Uchd J. Copps 
Federal Commumcaaons C o m m o n  
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I am wnhng to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adophon of "brodcnst fld' tedrnology for dig~td 
telemslon. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a pohcy would be bnd for innovation, consumer 
nghts, and the ulbmate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, compehhve muket for consumer electromcs must be rooted XI manufacturers' abhty to Lnnovite for 
their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-recephon eqrupment wll enable the studios to 
tell technolog~sts what new products they can create. >E wll  result in products that don't necessdy reflect 
what consumecs like me actually W M ~ ,  and it could result UI me bmg chuged more money for infenor 
funchonalty. 

I f  the FCC issues a broadcast flng mandata, I would actudy be loss hkely to make an investment in DW-capable 
receivers and other cqupmat .  I mrll not pay more for devices that Lrmt my nghts at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for &ptd tclmsion. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Jeremy Reichman 
545 Robert Qugjey Dr, Apt #i 
Scottswlle, NY 1454.6 
USA 



Scott Phelan 
340 Blaine St 
Bangor, PA 18013 

Comssioner LMichael J. Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C 20.554 

Dear Commissioner Michael I. Copps: 

Thousands of American consumers have already expressed theu opposition to the FCCs adoption of a 
"broadcast flag". I am writing to Join them As a user of opensource software, adoption of the broadcast flag 
will mean I ani unable to receive digital television broadcasts on my computer. 

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control" whch is outside its 
propr role. It I S  not the FCC's place to effectively chmse the software licenses or conlputer opratlng systems 
that c0nsiuIv-m iiiust use in order to watch digital television broadcast on their conlputers 

Additionally, adoption of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of opensource software a ~ e  
conquer progranmers and "tinkerers" who work to improve the software. Their contributions and constant 
innovation is what makes open-source software able to compete in the marketplace. 

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open-source implementations of VSB and QAM 
oiotlulators and denicdulators, preventing opensource programmers from innovating in field of digital 
conmimcations techques used by television. 

Most Americans assumed that when television k a m e  digital, viewers would be able to do more with 
relevision programming, not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consmierrs are 
able to watch TV, consutners will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digtd television 
Therefore, the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to making it illegal to 
watch digital television on a computer using open-source software. It is for these reasons I urge you to 
proniote the digital television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Impliying a hioatlcast flag is in direct conuidiction with your own stated goals. 

Your goals are shown here with my comments 

Objectives: 

Foster sustainable competition across the entire telecommunications sector. 

***The broadcast flag will unmediatly lock out all open source software as a competlitor in the TV 
intlw@y.*** 

Facilitate a more eflective wblesale market through interconnection policy and other mnpetition-relateetl 
r d t i .  

*** The broadcast flag will reduce tha ability to interconnect services *** 

1 



Promote and advance umversal service. 

** The broadcast flag does the opposite, it does not promote, it retards. *** 

Ensure that consumers have choices among communication services and are protected fjom anti-competltlve 
behavior in the increasingly competitive telecommunications landscape. 

*** You are severly limiting my choices *** 

Contmtally evaluate and report on the competitive environment for communicatlom services 

*** Your evaluation should show that this is a bad m o v e  *** 

The air waves are for the people, it is your respons~bility to keep it available and open to the people! 

Sincerely, 

Scott Phelan 

2 
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October 30, 2003 

tornmlssloner Mlchael J copps 
Federal Comrnunlcatlons tommlsslon 
445 12th Street. NW 
Washlngtan, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps. 

I am wrhlnp to Mlce my opposltlon to any FtGrnandnted adoptlon d"breadcastflag" technology for dlgltal teledslon As a 
consumer and ctlzen. I feel strongly that such a polley would be bed for Innovation, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of D N  

A robust, compettwe market for consumer electronlcs must be rented In manufacturers ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
cugtomen Allawlng rnovle studloo to veto features at DN-receptlon equlprnsnt wlll enable rhe studios to tell technologlns 
what new products they can create Thlr wlll result In products that don't necesrarlly reflect what consumers Ilke me 
actually want, and W could result In me belng charged more money for lnferlorfunctlonmllty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandata I would actually be less llkaly to mako an Investment In DTV-capable receNers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay mora for devlces that llmk my rlghts at the behest d Hollyweod Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltrl blevlslon Think you for your t h e  

Slncerely, 

Matthew Hlkola 
891 Harrls Road 
Grayslake, IL 60030 
USA 



Daniel P. Valentine 
P. 0. Box 380131 
Cambridge. MA02238 

Conmussioner Mchael J. Cows 
Fetleral Comniimcations Conlmission 
44s 12th Street. Nw 
Washn@on. D.C. 205.54 

Dear Comnissioner Mxhael J. Copps: 

Thousands of American consumers have already expressed their opposition to the FCCs adoption of a 
"broadcast flag". I a m  writing to jointhem As a user of free software, I would be injured by the adoption of 
the broadcase flag rule as it would make me unable to receive digital television broadcasts on niy conlputei 

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control" whch is outside Its 
propr  role. It is not the FCCs place to effectively choose the software licenses or conlputer oprat iw 7 b -y stena 
that consunurs must use in order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers. 

Additionally, adoptlon of the broadcast flag will hium innovation. Many users of free software are computer 
propmuners and "tinkerers" who work to improve the software. Our contributions and constant mnovation I S  

what makes fk soflware able to compete in the nwketplace. 

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban he-software implementations ofVSB and QAM 
niodttlators and demodulators, preventing fi-ftware programmers from innovat ing m field of digtal 
communications techmques used by television. 

Most Americans assumed that when television became digital. viewers would be able to do more with 
tele\.Ision propmming, not less. Without innovative new products and flexlbility in the ways consumers ale 
able to watch TV. c o n s m r s  will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digtal television 
Therefore, the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to malung it tlleg~l t o  
watch digital television on a computer using f k  software. It is for these reasons I urge you to pronlote the 
digital television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

1 arn tlistuhxl that the FCC is considering a rule that would make it illegal for me to make f a r  use of 
liroadcast television programming. Now that it IS possible for me to store programs I can't watch because I ani 
at work or orhewise occupied on my conlputer rather than my VCR I fully intend to do so. It is unforrunare 
t h t  a is considered necessary to outlaw useful tools j u t  because some people nught use them to break 
copyriglit laws The iimiy uses that would not violate the laws should not be i~ftmgetl uponjust to keep the 
nlzdia conglonierates happy or to force people to abandon superior free-soflware operaung systenls J U S  to 
enable the fail use ofbroadcast televislon. 

Sincerely. 

Dmel P. Valentine 
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Odober30, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th street, NW 
Wsshlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

1 am writlng to volce my opposklon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon ot "bmndcast flag" technology for dlgkal televlslon As a 
consumer and cnlzen, I tee1 strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts and the ultlmate 
adoptlon ot DTV 

A robust, compettke market for consumer electronlcr must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customen Allowlng movle studlor to veta features fl DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new produch they can Create Thlr wlll result In pmducta that don't nreessarlly refleet what coniumen IIke me 
actually went. and k could result In me belng ehargcd more money reor Inferlor runctlonalky 

IT the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable receivers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more tor devIce8 thnt llmlt my rlghts at the behest of HollywOOd Please do not mandate 
broadcast rlag technology tor dlgltal tdevlslon Thank you for your t h e  

Slncerely. 

Antony Tovar 
8382 Flnley Ave 
La Mesa, CAQ1941 
USA 



James A Napolitano 
10 Radbum Dr. 
Commack. NY 11725-1 117 

Comssioner  Michael I. Cows 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street. NW 
Washngton. D.C. 20554 

Dear Comssioner  Michael J. Copps: 

Thoilsands of American c o n s u l ~ ~ s  have already expressed their oppositlon to the FCCs adoption of B 
"broadcast flag". I am writing to join them As a user of opensource software. adoption ofthe broadcast flag 
will mean I am unable to receive digital television broadcasts onmy computer. 

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Fedeml Computer Control" whch is outside its 
proper role It is not the FCC's place to effectively choose the software llcenses or conlputer oprating systenls 
tlut mnsuniers nitst use in order to watch digital television broadcast on their conlputen. 

Additionally, adoption of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of open-source software air 
computer programmers and"tinkerers" who work to improve the software. Their contributions and constant 
innovauon is what makes wen-source software able to compete in the marketplace. 

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open-source implementations of VSB ant1 QAM 
modulators m1 demodulators, preventing open-source programmers from innovating in field of digital 
commtuucations techques used by television. 

Most Americans assumed that when television became digital, viewers would be able to do more with 
television propramrmng, not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways comunizi-s ole 
able to watch T V ,  comumers will be less inclined to invest in the equipmeni to view digital television 
Therefore. the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addtion to making it illegal to 
watch digital television on a computer using open-source software. It is for these reasons I urge you to 
promote the digital television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Jm~es  k Napohtano 

1 



John Comeau 
7532 McKinley St. 
Hollywood FL 33024 

Conunissioner Michael J. Copps 
Fedzral Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Conunissioner Mchael J Copps 

Thousands of' American consunws have already expressed their opposition to the FCCs adoption of a 
"broadcast flag". I am writing to join them As a user of opensource software, adoption of the broadcast flap 
will mean I mi imable to receive digital television broadcasts on my computer. As a writer of opensource 

software, it puts "legal" remicions on my creativity and sets a dangerous 

precedent for flirther restricting what programmen and users can do with their o m  compurers. 

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control" which is outside its 
proper role. It is not the FCC's place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating sysreiia 
that constuners must use UI order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers. 

Additionally, adoption of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of opensource software are 
computer programmers and "tinkerers" who work to improve the software. Their contributions and constant 
innovation I S  what makes open-source software able to compete in the marketplace. 

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open-source implementations of VSB and QAM 
imxlulators and dem(xlulators, preventing opensource programmers from innovating in field of digtal 
coiiunuuucations techmques used by television 

Most Americans assumed that when television became digital, viewers would be able to do more with 
television programming, not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consuniers are 
able to watch TV. comtmrs  will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digtal television 
'Therefore, the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to malung it illegal to  
watch digital television on a computer using opensource software. It is for these reasons I urge you to 
promote the digital televisionmition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

John Cornea t i  

1 



Andrew Waterman 
Po Box 181 
Berkeley. CA 94703 

Comnussioner Michael J. Copps 
Federal Communicatlons Comussion 
445 12th Street. NW 
Wdshngton, D C. 20554 

Dear Commissioner Michael J. Copps: 

Could we please have a responsible government, that is not completely under the heel of large corporatioix" 
Is i t  really that bard? I nwn first you (the fcc) encouraged more monopoly control of the ownerhp of 
broadcasung stations and now you're going to attempt to make free software illegal for receiving the 
broadcasts of those same large corporations? Show some backbone! A a  like an American! ! !  The republican 
leadership of thls country is beginninsg to depress me w h y  don't you all just start getting paychecks t?om 
Disney and f?iends instead of my own pocketbook? I really would like to see things get better not worse. 

Anyway, Stallman's message follows 

Thousands of American consumers have already expressed their opposition to the FCCs adoption of a 
"broadcast flag". I ani witing to join them As a user of opnsource  software. adoption of the broadcast tlag 
will mean I am unable to receive digital television broadcasts onmy computer. 

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control" which is  outside its 
prowr role. It IS  not the FCC's place to effectlvely chmse the software licenses or computer operating systeiiis 
that consumers must use in order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers. 

Atlditionally, adoption of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of opensource software are 
computer progmmtmrs and "tinkerers" who work to improve the software. Theu contributions and constant 
innovation is what makes open-source software able to compete mthe marketplace. 

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open-source implementations of VSB and QAM 
modulators and demodulators, preventing opensource programmers from innovating in field of digital 
conunmxations techniques used by television. 

Most Americans assumed that when television became drgital, viewers would be able to do more with 
television programming, not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consuniers a i r  
able to watch TV, consumers will he less inched to invest in the equipment to view d@al television 
Therefore, the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to making it illegal to 
watch digital teltvision on a computer using opensource software. It is for these reasons I urgz you to 
proniote the digital television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Andrew Waterman 

1 



 robe^ Sandling 
4919 Westshire Drive 
Comaock Park MI 4932 1 

Comrmssionu Mchael I. Copps 
Federal Commmcations Commission 
445 12th street, Nw 
Washington. D.C. 20554 

D a r  Commissioner Michael I. Copps: 

Thousands of American consmrs have already expressed their opposition to the FCCs adoption of a 
"broadcast flag". I am writing to join them As a user of opensource software. adoption of the broadcast flag 
will mean I am unable to receive digital television broadcasts on my computer. 

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control" whch is outside its 
proper role. It is not the FCC's place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating systems 
that consumers mist tse in order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers. 

Additionally. adoption of the broadcast flag will harm inovatlon. Many users of opm-source software are 
ciimputer prognmmers and "tinkerers" who work to improve the software. Their contributions and constant 
innovation is what makes open-source software able to compete in the marketplace. 

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MF'AA will ban open-source implementations of VSB and QAM 
modulators ml demodulators, preventing opensource programmers from innovating in field of distal 
commtuucations techniques used by television. 

Most Americans assumed that when television became digital, viewers would be able to do more with 
television programming, not less. Without innovative new p&B and flexibility in the ways consumers are 
able to watch TV, c o n s m r s  will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digital television 
Therefore, the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to making it illegal to 
watch hgital television on a computer using open-source software. It is for these reasons I urge you to 
promote the digital television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Sincrrzly, 

Robert Sandling 

1 



Mark Poweski 
2404 Moming Glory 
Richardso~~TX 75082 

Conwssioner Michael J Cows 
Federal Comniunications Commission 
445 12th Strezt. NW 
Washmgton. D.C 20554 

Dear Commissioner Mchael J. Coppi 

Thousands of American coll~umers have already expressed their opposition to the FCCs adoption of a 
"broadcast flag". I a m  writing to join them As a user of opensource software. adoption of the broadcast flag 
will mean I am unable to receive digital television broadcasts on my computer. 

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control" whch is outsldr: Its 
proper role. It is not the FCCs place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating systenu 
that consumers must use in order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers. 

Adtlitiomlly. adoption of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many uers of open-source software are 
coniptiter prognmmers and "tinkeren" who work to improve the software. Thelr contributions and constilllt 
innovauon is  what makes open-source software able to compete in the marketplace. 

For example, TWO has been become modifable and made much more valuable to the owner by the use of 
open software 

patches and susested hardware modifications. Do you think Bill GateslMcrosoft updates or improves its 
products except when he faces the loss of marketshare 

(Sun StarWice whch is almost open source)or he becomes the subject of a lawsuit. 

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open-source implementations of VSB and QAM 
nmdtlators and demodulators, preventing opensource programmers from innovating in field of thptal 
commtmcations techniques used by television. 

Most Americans assumed tbat when television became digital, viewers would be able to do more with 
television programming, not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consunlei s ale 
able to watchTV, consumen will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view dig~tal televiston 
Therefore, the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to &g it illegal IO 

watch digital television on a computer using open-source software. It is for these reasons I urge you to 
promote the digital television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Finally. your nnntlate is for broadcast and transnussionnot 

for post reception aansrmssion. Stay out of what is not your business! 

Sincerely. 

Mark Poweski 

1 



Paul Gnuyen 
501 Encinitas Way #C 
Placentia. CA 92810 

Cmnmissioner Mchael J. Cows 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th streeq N w  
Washington, D.C. 20554 

D m  Comnussioner Michael I. Copps: 

The broadcast flag will prevent innovation amoungst one of the biggest group of sofiware developzrs tn the 
world. Illegalizing full featured software based HDlV receivers will result in B styrmed pace of developnient 
in what is clearly the desired path of broadcast development. I urge you to consider the ramifiwtlons of yoiu 
dsision and side on the slde of f+ee development. 

Thank you for your tune, and I h g e  you consider what I have said. 

Paul Cmuyen 

Sincerely, 

Paul Gnuyen 

1 



Conurussioner Michael I. Copps 
Federal Communicanons Commission 
445 12th Street, W 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Steven Canington 
Po Box 3333 
Palmer, AK 99645 

Dear Commissioner Michael 3. Copps: 

hmovation is one of the things that makes America a great nation. Let's now short-circrut people's creativity 
and deaden their innovanon by only letting 'hackers' be able to m v a t e  with technology. 

Thousands of American consumers h a v e  already expressed their oppositmn to the FCCs adoption of a 
"hroatlcaa tlag". I am writing to join them As a user of opensource software, adoption of the broadcast tlag 
will mean I am unable to receive digital television broadcasts onmy computer. 

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Fedeml Computer Control" which is outside its 
pioper role It is not the FCC's place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating systznls 
that consumers must use in order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers. 

Additionally, adoption of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of opensource s o h a r e  air 
computer programmers and "tinkerers" who work to improve the software. Ther conwibutlons and conswm 
innovation is what makes open-source software able to compete in the marketplace. 

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open-source implementations of VSB and QAM 
modulators and demodulators, preventing opensource programmers from innovating in field of digital 
communications techniques used by television. 

Most Americans assumed that when television became digital. viewers would be able to do more with 
tele~ision p ro~anmng . ,  not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consuniers air 
able to watch TV. consumers will be less inclined to invest in the eqrupmnt to view digital television 
Therefore, the broadcast flag IS likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to making it illegal tn  

watch digital television on a computer using opensource software. It is for these reasons I urge you to 
promote the digital television m i t i o n  by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely. 

Steven Caninyon 

1 



Kaustabh Duorah 
3 Haley Ridge Rd 
Beacon Falls, CI 06403 

Comnussioner Michael J. Copps 
Federal Cornmumcations Commission 
445 12th Street. N W  
Washngton. D C 20.554 

Dear Commissioner Michael J. Copps: 

Thousands of American consumers have  already expressed their opposition to the FCCs adoption of a 
"broadcast flag". I am writlng to join them As a user of opensource software, adoption of the broadcast flag 
will mean I am unable to receive digital television broadcasts on m y  computer. 

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control" whch is outslde its 
proper role. It is not the FCCs place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating systenls 
that consumers must use in order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers. 

Atlditionally. adoption of the broadcast flag will h a m  innovation. Many users of opensource software iue 
computer programmers and "tinkerers" who work to improve the software. Their mnuibutions and constant 
innovation is what makes open-source software able to compete in the marketplace 

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open-source implementations of VSB and QAM 
n id t la to rs  and demodulators. preventing open-source prognmmers fiotn innovating in field of digtal  
commtmcations techtuques used by television. 

Most Americans assumed that when television became digital, viewers would be able to do more with 
television programming, not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consumers are 
able to watch TV. consimrs will be less inclined to invest io the equipment to view d i ~ t a l  television 
Thzrefore, the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to malung it illegal to  
watch digital television on a computer using open-source soha re .  It is for these reasons I urge you to 
pronme the digital television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag 

Sincerely, 

Kaustabh Duorah 

1 



Craig Myers 
I062 Rustling Oaks Drive 
Millersville. h4D 2 I I OX 

Conmissioner Michael J. C w  
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th street, Nw 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Comssioner  Michael J. Copps: 

sin. 

I fer1 it is ineffective and inapprqriate for the Federal Communications Comrmssion to regulate software 
activities. I understand the FCC is considering rules or regulations that will make it illegal to write or use 
software that processes digital tv content that has a "broadcast flag" set. I am not in favor o f h s  effort 

Existing laws are designed to protect the property rights ofcreative works. Banrung sofiware efforts because 
they "nught" be used to break the law is not effective and unamerican As a user of open-source software. 
atlopbon of the broadcast flag will mean I am unable to receive d~gjtal television broadcasts on my convuter 

I am currently btulding my own "Honue Theater pc" that will provide wife friendly gent ion  of the myraitl 
devices within a modern home entertainment system Integral to such a system is the ability to bring in 
broadcast HDTV signals to a computer, format them and display them on a monitor (or TV). I will be usmg 
open source software and writing my own. I have no intention of violating copyrights. As a successfi~l mitldle 
class adult, I represent the target market for HDTV products and services. 

The motion picture industry will have to make a value j u d g e m t  is the profit to be realized from digtal T V  
transmission worth the risk of improper copying. All the copying methods the MPAA fears for digital TV are 
possible now, so the broadcast flag law is too little, too late. With or without the broadcast flag, knowledgable 
pzople withthe desire to cheat will be able to do so. 

1 th~nk the RIAA's recent efforts to sue or prosecute copyright violators is the correct approach Use the laws 
md thejuhcial system to protect your rights. Trying to legislate limitations on technology is  meffective mtl 
ilnamerican 

Thank you foi your interest 

Sincerely. 

Craig Myers 
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